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The   Child   Marriage   Bill.
Discussion was then resumed on Mr, Sarda's Child Marriage Bill.
Mr. MODY (Bombay) was applauded when he rose to make his maiden
speech. He supported the Sarda Bill describing those who wanted its postpone-
ment as wreckers. He dismissed religious practices as mere excrescenses. He
did not think orth^irjxy could keep back social reform or political progress. He
suspected the genuineness of the documents exhibited by Mr. Neogy in Support
of his opposition to the measure, an.i demanded the immediate passage of the
Bill in the interests of the nation.
Mr. STUART SMITH (Calcutta, European) assured'the mover and the House
that the Bill evoked the keenest interest amongst the rank and file of the Calcutta
European community, <.vh<ch cordially approved of i t. The speaker said that he
intervened in the debate in order to show that, where national interests were
involved, the European community would not be indifferent or aloof. The Bill
was indeed a measure of far-sighted patriotism. He begged the Assembly not
to be discouraged by the argument that it would remain a dead letter in some
cases. A similar argument was advanced when *SatiJ was abolished. As educa-
tion spread, people were bound to recognise the necessity for an enactment of
that kind. Legislation was the only remedy to prevent the evil of child marriage.
The European community of Calcutta and India wished Mr. Sarda well aW
offered him support.
Mr. GHAZNAVI vehemently opposed the Bill, and was frequently heckled.
He opposed it as a pernicious measure. He did not believe in social reform
being effected by legislation. The Bill affected the personal law of the Moslems
and encroached upon Moslem religion. The original Bill did not affect the*
Moslems, whereas the present one did. His constituency had asked him to vote
against the Bill, and the Muslims as a wlnle did not want the Bill (Mahomedan
members : Question). The Bill was a menace to the peace of society, and would
inevitably lead to needless prosecutions and police zoolum.
Mr. SHERWANL strongly supporting the Bill, said that he wanted to dis-
abuse their minds of the impression that the majority of Mussalmans were opposed
to the Bill. He repudiated the suggestion that the Bill was against Islam and
challenged any Mahomedan to quote a single Haji in support of child marriage.
Mr. JINNAH, supporting tha Bill, declared that he had no mandate of any
kind from his constiiuency He hoped that everyone was convinced that the
evil of child-marriage existed. He was not aware of the fact that it existed
among the Mussalmans until Mian Shah Nawaz told him so. Now that the
existence of the evil was an established fact the question was how to tackle it
He did not pretend to be an Ulema or an authority in Theology but as a
practising lawyer, he always understood that marriage under the Mahomedan
Law was a contract, pure and simple.
Mr. Mahomed Shafee and two or three others challenged Mr  Tinnab's state
meat when Mr, Jinnah retorted : " If you deny that, then you have to learn it "
Continuing, Mr. Jmnah asked his co-religionists if there was any text which
stated that Moslems should get married before 14. He was not convinced that
the Bill militated against the Civil Law applicable to marriages among the
Moslems. Then, how could there be divine sanction to the horrible, diseiaceful
and inhuman practice that now prevailed ? There was, at any rate, nothinsr in
Islam which prevented them from destroying the evil. If any member found
his constituency so backward as to ask hi n t > vote against such a bill then he
should ask that constituency to choose so » cone else. He was anxious that there
should be no postponement, for wh > knew that the Government might not be
frightened by orthodox opinion? It was after a great deal of trouble that the
Government, which was a foreign one, had now in regard to the Bill Droved to
be nationa ipk spirit He was therefore keen that the Government should not
be allowed to change their present attitude, He asked the Assembly to rei
the dilatory motion.	v rej
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